
Before t h e  Board of  Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING - October 14, 1970 

Appeal No. 10558 Rekab, Inc., appel lan t .  

THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, appel lee ,  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  following Order of  t h e  Board was entered  a t  t h e  meeting of 
November 24, 1970. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - January 27, 1971 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal f o r  var iance  from t h e  r e a r  yard requi re-  
ments of  t h e  SP D i s t r i c t  and t o  erect SP o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  wi th  
roof s t r u c t u r e s  i n  accordance with provis ions  of Sec t ion  3308 
b e  unanimously granted ,  a t  1709 New York Avenue, N.W., l o t s  
828 and 837 i n  Square 170. 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  proper ty  i s  loca ted  i n  an SP D i s t r i c t ,  

2. The property i s  p resen t ly  an unimproved l o t  with an 
a rea  o f  29,325.0 square f e e t ,  

3. Appellant proposes t o  cons t ruc t  an e ight -s tory  
o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  on t h e  property.  

4, Appellant a l l e g e d  t h a t  t h e  a rea  of  t h e  o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  
i s  161,288-0 square f e e t  and t o t a l  a rea  of t h e  roof s t r u c t u r e  
i s  10,675.0 square f e e t .  The FAR of t h e  b u i l d i n g  without  
roof s t r u c t u r e  i s  5.5 and t h e  FAR of t h e  roof s t r u c t u r e  i s  -36. 

5. The penthouse of t h e  proposed o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  w i l l  
house e l e v a t o r  machinery and mechanical equipment. 

6. The mate r i a l  and c o l o r  of t h e  street facade of t h e  
b u i l d i n g  and roof s t r u c t u r e  w i l l  be  buf f  p r e c a s t  stone.  
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7. The appellant  fu r ther  requested a variance from the  
r ea r  yard requirements a l l eg ing  t h a t  t he  r ea r  yard which i s  
proposed is  i n  excess of t he  required r ea r  yard. However, due 
t o  the  i r r egu la r  shape of t he  l o t  t he  appellant  wants t o  average 
the  depth of t he  r e a r  yard from a measurement of zero f e e t  zero 
inches a t  the  e a s t e r l y  s ide  of t he  property t o  approximately 
40 f e e t  a t  t he  western extremity of t he  property,  making the  
r e a r  wall  p a r a l l e l  t o  t he  f ron t  wall. 

8. This appeal was f i l e d  and heard under plan by 
Vlast imil  Koubeck, A I A ,  Archi tec ts ,  drawings 1, 2 ,  9 and 10 -  
approved a s  noted by M r .  Arthur P. Davis, member of t he  
board, on November 24, 1970. 

9. No opposition, was reg i s te red  a t  the  Public Hearing 
t o  t he  granting of t h i s  appeal. 

O P I N I O N :  

The Board concludes t h a t  t he  roof s t ruc tu re s  of t h i s  
proposed Office ~ u i l d i n g  w i l l  harmonize with the  s t r e e t  
frontage of the  building i n  a r ch i t ec tu ra l  character ,  mater ia l ,  
and color.  The roof s t ruc tu re s  a r e  i n  harmony with t he  
prupose and in t en t  of t he  Zoning Regulations and w i l l  not 
tend t o  a f f e c t  adversely t he  use of nearby and adjoining property. 

We a re  a l s o  of t h e  opinion t h a t  appellant  has proved a 
hardship within the  meaning of t he  variance clause of t he  
Zoning Regulations and t h a t  a den ia l  of the  requested r e l i e f  
w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  pecu l ia r  and exceptional p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  
and undue hardship upon the  owner. 

Further,  we hold t h a t  t h e  requested r e l i e f  can be 
granted without subs tan t ia l  detriment t o  t he  publ ic  good and 
without subs t an t i a l l y  impairing t h e  i n t en t ,  purpose and 
i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone plan as  embodied i n  the  Zoning Regu- 
l a t i o n s  and Map. 
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BY ORDER O F  THE D ,  C ,  BOARD O F  ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED : 

BY: 
P A T R I C K  E .  

Secretary of 

THAT THE ORDER O F  THE BOARD I S  V A L I D  FOR A P E R I O D  O F  S I X  
MONTHS ONLY UNLESS A P P L I C A T I O N  FOR A B U I L D I N G  AND/OR 
OCCUPANCY P E R M I T  I S  F I L E D  W I T H  THE DIRECTOR O F  I N S P E C T I O N S  W I T H I N  
A P E R I O D  O F  S I X  MONTHS A F T E R  THE E F F E C T I V E  DATE O F  T H I S  ORDER. 


